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METHOD AND SYSTEM FOR PERFORMING LINK-TIME 
CODE OPTIMIZATION WITHOUT ADDITIONAL CODE ANALYSIS 

TECHNICAL FIELD 

[0001] Embodiments of the present invention pertain to compilation and execution of 
software programs. More specifically, embodiments of the present invention relate to a method 
and system for performing link-time code optimization to program codes without additional code 
analysis of the program codes at link-time. 

BACKGROUND 

[0002] Object-Oriented Programming Languages (OOPLs) have been developed to improve 
the productivity of developing software programs. The OOPLs typically include Java (developed 
by Sun Microsystems, Inc.) and other programming languages conforming to CLI (Common 
Language Infrastructure)(developed by Microsoft Corporation). Employing OOPLs, program 
developers can create small, reusable sections of program code known as "objects". The objects, 
once created, can be quickly and easily combined and re-used to create new programs. 
[0003] Compilation for a software program written in such languages typically involves 
having each of its objects in source code format individually compiled by a compiler into a 
processor-executable native or machine code file (i.e., compiled object file). The compiled object 
files are then processed by a linker, which combines the compiled object files to produce a 
complete executable program. The executable program is then eligible for execution on a 
computer system. 

[0004] To improve the performance of the executable program, the program needs to be 
optimized during compilation. One prior solution to optimize the executable program is to have 
each of the compilers perform the optimizing transformations to the object file it compiles. 
Known optimization operations performed by a compiler typically include base binding, function 
cloning, and partial evaluation. 



2 



[0005] However, one problem of the above-described prior solution is that the compilers 
cannot have the knowledge of the entire program (i.e., lacks the "whole program view") during 
compilation because the program contains object files that are compiled separately. This means 
that many optimizing transformation operations at compile-time depend on information that is 
only available at link-time of the program. Thus, even though a compiler is capable of 
performing an optimizing transformation operation based on a particular piece of information, the 
compiler may not be able to do so if the required information for the optimization operation is not 
available at that time. The linker, on the other hand, is not powerful enough to perform any 
optimizing transformation operation, which typically requires heavy analysis of the program code 
and knowledge of the target instruction set structure. A linker does not require code analysis and 
knowledge of target instruction structure during linking. 

[0006] One prior solution to the above-described problems is to employ a link-time 
optimizer that optimizes the entire executable program at link-time. However, the prior link-time 
optimizer is typically a heavyweight tool, which typically makes the link-time optimization much 
more expensive than the compile-time optimization. In addition, the link-time optimizer needs to 
perform its own code analysis for the optimizing transformation (i.e., not being able to take 
advantage of the code analysis performed by the compiler). 

[0007] Thus, there exists a need for a method and system of performing link-time code 
optimization without additional code analysis. 
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BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

[0008] The features and advantages of embodiments of the present invention are illustrated 
by way of example and are not intended to limit the scope of the embodiments of the present 
invention to the particular embodiments shown. 

[0009] Figure 1 shows a compilation environment that includes an optimizing analyzer and 
an optimization transformation module that implement one embodiment of the present invention. 
[0010] Figure 2 is a flowchart diagram showing, in general, the optimizing analysis process 
performed by the optimizing analyzer of Figure 1. 

[0011] Figure 3 is a flowchart diagram showing, in general, the optimization transformation 
process performed by the optimization transformation module of Figure 1 . 
[0012] Figure 4 is a flowchart diagram showing the specific base binding optimizing 
analysis process performed by the optimizing analyzer of Figure 1. 

[0013] Figure 5 is a flowchart diagram showing the specific function cloning optimizing 
analysis process performed by the optimizing analyzer of Figure 1. 

[0014] Figure 6 is a flowchart diagram showing the optimization transformation process for 
address base binding and function cloning performed by the optimization transformation module 
of Figure 1. 
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DETAILED DESCRIPTION 

[0015] Figure 1 shows a compilation environment 10 that includes an optimizing analyzer 
20 and an optimization transformation module 22 that perform link-time code optimization to a 
compiled code file 13 without additional code analysis in accordance with one embodiment of the 
present invention. In other words, the optimizing analyzer 20 and the optimization 
transformation module 22 allow the compiled code file 13 to receive link-time optimization 
transformations that are specified during compile-time of the compiled code file 13. 
[0016] As will be described in more detail below and in accordance with one embodiment of 
the present invention, the optimizing analyzer 20 is within a compiler 12 of the compilation 
environment 10. The optimization transformation module 22 is within a linker 15 of the 
compilation environment 10. Due to the unavailability of information that can only become 
available when the compiled code file 13 is linked with other compiled code files 19 into an 
executable program 16 at link-time, the compiler 12 cannot perform every code optimization 
specified for the compiled code file 13 at compile-time. Thus, the optimizing analyzer 20 
generates optimization directives 21 that specify at least a first optimizing transformation and a 
second optimizing transformation and their satisfying conditions for each optimization that 
cannot be performed by the compiler 12. The information can be referred to as the whole- 
program-view data or global data. 

[0017] The optimization directives 21 are then sent to the optimization transformation 
module 22. When the linker 15 links the compiled code file 13 with the other compiled code files 
19, the optimization transformation module 22 checks the conditions against the whole-program- 
view data that are available at link-time to determine which of the first and second optimizing 
transformations should be selected. The optimization transformation module 22 then executes the 
selected one of the first and second optimizing transformations at link-time for the executable 
program 16. The optimizing analyzer 20, the optimization transformation module 22, and their 
functions will be described in more detail below, also in conjunction with Figures 1 through 6. 
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[0018] As can be seen from Figure 1, the compilation environment 10 is used to turn a 
software program that contains multiple objects or modules (including the source code file 1 1) 
into the executable program 16. This means that the source code file 1 1 is one of a number of 
objects or modules of the software program to be compiled. Each of the objects or modules is 
written by some user in some known high level programming language. Each of the objects or 
modules (including the source code file 1 1) can be referred to as a program file (or code file). In 
one embodiment, the programming language employed is the C++ programming language. In 
another embodiment, the programming language is Java (developed by Sun Microsystems, Inc.). 
[0019] The compiler 12 of the compilation environment 10 is used to compile the source 
code file 1 1 into the compiled code file 13. The compiler 12 may also be used to compile other 
code files of the software program into the other compiled code files 19. However, the compiler 
12 compiles one code file at one time. The linker 15 of the compilation environment 10 is used to 
link the compiled code file 13 with the other compiled code files 19 to produce the executable 
program 16. To combine the compiled object files 13 and 19 to generate the executable program 
16, the linker 15 performs a number of operations (e.g., section allocation, data allocation, symbol 
handling, and relocation). For example, the linker 15 binds symbols to addresses and performs 
relocation operations. A relocation operation is essentially the patching of a memory word with 
the address of a given symbol. The compiler 12 determines which type of relocation operation is 
needed at certain place of the compiled code file 13 while the linker 15 executes the actual 
patching. 

[0020] The compiled code files 13 and 19 may be native code that can be directly executed 
on a data processing or computer system when linked together into the executable program 16. 
The term native code means machine code that is particular to a specific architecture or platform. 

i 

Alternatively, the compiled code files 13 and 19 (and thus the executable program 16) can also be 
an intermediate language code (e.g., Java byte-code) that may then be interpreted or subsequently 
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compiled by a just-in-time (JIT) compiler within a runtime system (or virtual machine) into native 
or machine code that can be executed by a platform-specific target computer system. 
[0021] The source code file 1 1 can be stored in a memory of a computer system (both not 
shown) before being compiled by the compiler 12. The compiled code files 13 and 19 can be 
stored in, for example, a memory of a computer system (both not shown) that will execute the 
executable program 16. In one embodiment, the source code file 1 1, the compiled code files 13 
and 19, and the executable program 16 are stored in a memory of the same computer system. In 
an alternative embodiment, the source code file 1 1, the compiled code files 13 and 19, and the 
executable program 16 are stored in different computer systems. 

[0022] The compiler 12 is a software system hosted by (or run on) the computer system. 
The linker 15 is also a software system hosted by (or run on) the computer system. The computer 
system can be, for example, a personal computer, a personal digital assistant, a network 
computer, a server computer, a notebook computer, a workstation, a mainframe computer, or a 
supercomputer. Alternatively, the computer system can be of any other electronic system with 
data processing capabilities. 

[0023] The computer system includes an operating system (not shown) and system-specific 
hardware (not shown). The operating system can be an open standard Linux operating system or 
other type of operating system. The system-specific hardware of the computer system can be any 
hardware that includes all necessary modules to execute the operating system sufficiently. This 
includes a processor or microprocessor as CPU of the computer system. 
[0024] The compiler 12 also performs code optimization to the code file it compiles. This 
means that the compiler 12 performs code optimization to the compiled code file 13. The 
compiler 12 performs code optimization to improve the performance of the compiled code file 13. 
The code optimization includes, for example, address base binding code transformation, function 
cloning code transformation, and data allocation code transformation. 
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[0025] However, the compiler 12 is not able to perform all the prescribed code optimizations 
to the code file it compiles. This is due to the fact that symbol references or address constants in 
the source code file 1 1 may reference data or code defined in other source code files that are 
compiled into the other compiled code files 19. When the compiler 12 compiles the source code 
file 1 1 into the compiled code file 13, the compiler 12 cannot know the information in the other 
files as they are compiled separately. For example, if symbol references or address constants in 
the compiled code file 13 refer to code or data defined in the other compiled code files 19, the 
compiler 12 cannot obtain that information during compilation. Because the compiler 12 does 
not have knowledge of the entire program (i.e., the executable program 16) to which the compiled 
code file 13 belongs during compilation (i.e., no whole-program- view data), the compiler 12 is 
not able to define and perform those code optimizations that require the whole-program- view 
data. 

[0026] In this case and in accordance with one embodiment of the present invention, the 
compiler 12 employs the optimizing analyzer 20 to generate the optimization directives 21 for 
those code optimizations that cannot be performed in the compiler 20 due to the unavailability of 
the whole-program- view data (or global data). The optimization directives 21 define those 
optimizations in conditional format. This means that the optimization directives 21 specify some 

suggested optimizing transformations, each with a qualifying condition. According to one 

i 

embodiment, the optimization directives 21 specify at least a first suggested optimizing 
transformation and a second suggested optimizing transformation and their satisfying conditions 
for each optimization that cannot be performed by the compiler 12. 

[0027] The first and second optimizing transformations and their satisfying conditions can 
be, for example, in the form of conditional relocation operations. The first and second optimizing 
transformations and their satisfying conditions can also be in the form of conditional selection of 
sections. Moreover, the optimizing analyzer 20 may generate more optimizing transformations 
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than the first and second optimizing transformations for each optimization that cannot be 
completed in the compiler 12. 

[0028] The optimization directives 21 are then sent to the optimization transformation 
module 22. When the linker 15 links the compiled code file 13 with the other compiled code files 
19, the optimization transformation module 22 checks the conditions in the optimization 
directives 21 against the whole-program- view data that are available at link-time to determine 
which of the first and second optimizing transformations should be selected. The optimization 
transformation module 22 then executes the selected one of the first and second optimizing 
transformations at link-time for the executable program 16. 
[0029] For example, consider the following code sequence or instruction set 

LDR R0, =foo 
.LbarSRef: 

LDRR1, =bar 

The first is a load instruction that loads the address of the symbol "foo" into register R0. The 
third is also a load instruction that loads the address of the symbol "bar" into register Rl . The 
second is a symbol definition that specifies the address of the next instruction. In this case, if the 
symbol "foo" or "bar" is a global symbol, where the symbol "foo" or "bar" is laid out can only be 
known at link-time. Thus, the compiler 12 cannot perform any optimizing transformation to the 
address definition ".LbarSRef:". But the compiler 12 can tell how to perform the optimization if 
given the distance between the symbols "foo" and "bar". In this case, the optimizing analyzer 22 
generates the optimization directives 21 as follows 

.LbarSRef: =(((bar-foo)<2 A 8) 

?(addirl,r0, bar-foo) 

: (.LbarSRef) 

Here, the optimization directives 21 specify the optimization transformation ".LbarSRef:" as a 
conditional one. This means that if the distance of the symbols "foo" and "bar" is less than 2 A 8, 
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the original ".Lbar$Ref:" transformation is replaced with an ADD operation (see the second 
instruction in the optimization directives 21). Otherwise the original ".LbarSRef:" is selected and 
performed. 

[0030] When the optimization transformation module 22 receives the above-listed 
optimization directives, it evaluates the condition (i.e., whether the distance of the symbols "foo" 
and "bar" is less than 2 A 8). If so, the optimization transformation module 22 causes the linker 15 
to perform the ADD instruction (i.e., the second instruction). Otherwise, the optimization 
transformation module 22 causes the linker 15 to perform the original optimization 
transformation on ".LbarSRef:" of LDR Rl, =bar. 

[0031] In one embodiment, the optimization directives 21 are part of the compiled code file 
13. In another embodiment, the optimization directives 21 are separate from the compiled code 
file 13. 

[0032] This compiler-directed link-time optimizing transformation in accordance with one 
embodiment of the present invention can be applied, for example, to the address base binding 
optimizing transformation, the function cloning optimizing transformation, and the data allocation 
optimizing transformation. In the address base binding optimizing transformation, because the 
final layout of global variables in the compiled files 13 and 19 is determined by the linker 15 at 
link-time, the compiler 12 can only perform base binding (i.e., compute the address of a variable 
from the address of another global variable) for a global variable defined in the compiled code 
file 13. In this case, the optimizing analyzer 20 specifies different base binding optimizing 
transformations based on the relative distance between symbolic addresses (i.e., conditions for 
those transformations). Once the addresses are known at link-time, the optimization 
transformation module 22 checks the conditions to determine which base binding optimizing 
transformations shall be performed. The optimization transformation module 22 then performs 
the selected base binding optimizing transformations. 
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[0033] In the function cloning optimizing transformation, a function clone (i.e., a specialized 
version of a function), though much more efficient than the function itself, is only applicable to a 
function call with certain parameter values. However, this information may only be made 
available at link-time. Thus, the optimizing analyzer 20 specifies the conditions (e.g., certain call 
sites for certain parameter values of a function) and instructs the optimization transformation 
module 22 to select the most appropriate version (i.e., the function itself of its clone) for a given 
call site based on the conditions. 

[0034] In one embodiment, each of the optimizing analyzer 20 and the optimization 
transformation module 22 is implemented using software technology. Alternatively, each of the 
optimizing analyzer 20 and the optimization transformation module 22 can be implemented using 
other technology. For example, each of the optimizing analyzer 20 and the optimization 
transformation module 22 may be implemented as firmware. Figure 2 shows, in general, the 
optimizing analysis process performed by the optimizing analyzer 20 while Figure 3 shows, in 
general, the optimization transformation process performed by the optimization transformation 
module 22. 

[0035] As can be seen from Figure 2, the optimizing analysis process starts with code 
analysis of the compiled code file 13 (Figure 1) to determine what optimization is needed and 
what information is needed for the optimization (i.e., block 3 1 in Figure 2). Here, the information 
needed for the optimization can be referred to as optimization information. According to one 
embodiment of the present invention, the optimizing analyzer 20 (Figure 1) performs this code 
analysis. Alternatively, this code analysis may be performed by the compiler 12 (Figure 1). 
[0036] At 32, it is determined whether the optimization information is available to the 
compiler 12 or not. According to one embodiment of the present invention, the optimizing 
analyzer 20 makes this determination. If the answer is yes (i.e., the optimization information is 
available), the optimizing analysis process moves to block 33. If, however, the optimization 



11 



information is determined not to be available to the compiler 12, then the optimizing analysis 
process moves to block 34. 

[0037] At 33, because the optimization information for the specified optimization operation 
has been determined to be available, the optimization operation is performed based on the 
optimization information. According to one embodiment of the present invention, the optimizing 
analyzer 20 causes the compiler 12 to perform the optimization operation (or optimizing 
transformation) based on the optimization information. Then the process ends at block 36. 
[0038] At 34, because the optimization information is not available, only possible optimizing 
transformations are specified. According to one embodiment of the present invention, the 
optimizing analyzer 20 specifies the possible optimizing transformations. In one embodiment, 
the optimizing analyzer 20 specifies a first and a second possible optimizing transformations. In 
another embodiment, the optimizing analyzer 20 specifies more possible optimizing 
transformations than the first and second possible optimizing transformations. 
[0039] At 35, qualifying conditions for these possible optimizing transformations are 
generated. In accordance with one embodiment of the present invention, the optimizing analyzer 
20 generates the qualifying conditions. The process then ends at block 36. 
[0040] As described above, Figure 3 shows the optimization transformation process. As can 
be seen from Figure 3, the optimization transformation process starts with obtaining the list that 
contains all the conditional optimization transformation candidates (i.e., block 41). According to 
one embodiment of the present invention, the optimization transformation module 22 (Figure 1) 
obtains the list. 

[0041] At 42, a first conditional optimization transformation candidate is picked from the 
list. According to one embodiment of the present invention, the optimization transformation 
module 22 picks the candidate. As described above in connection with Figures 1 arid 2, each 
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optimization transformation candidate specifies a first and a second possible optimizing 
transformations and their satisfying conditions. 

[0042] At 43, the associated conditions are evaluated with information available at link-time 
from the linker 15 (Figure 1). According one embodiment of the present invention, the 
optimization transformation module 22 makes this determination. In one embodiment, the 
conditions for the first and second optimizing transformations are mutually exclusive. In this 
case, if the condition for the first optimizing transformation is satisfied (i.e., the evaluation 
indicates TRUE), then the process moves to block 44. If, however, the condition for the second 
optimizing transformation is satisfied (i.e., the evaluation indicates FALSE), then the process 
moves to block 45. 

[0043] At 44, the first optimizing transformation is selected under the condition. In 

accordance with one embodiment of the present invention, the optimization transformation 

module 22 makes the selection. Then the process moves to block 46. 

[0044] At 45, the second optimizing transformation is selected under the condition. In 

accordance with one embodiment of the present invention, the optimization transformation 

module 22 makes the selection. Then the process moves to block 46. 

[0045] At 46, it is determined whether the list is empty or not. According to one 

embodiment of the present invention, the optimization transformation module 22 (Figure 1) 

makes this determination. If the list is empty, then the process ends at block 47. If the list is not 

empty, then the process returns to block 42 for further processing. 

[0046] Figures 4 through 6 show in flow-chart diagram form some specific examples of the 
optimizing analysis process by the optimizing analyzer 20 (Figure 1) and the optimization 
transformation process by the optimization transformation module 22 (Figure 1). For example, 
Figure 4 shows the address base binding optimizing analysis process while Figure 5 shows the 



13 



function cloning optimizing analysis process. Figure 6 shows the optimization transformation 
process for both the address base binding and function cloning. 

[0047] As can be seen from Figure 4, the optimizing analysis process for address base 
binding starts with finding two memory references (i.e., block 51). According to one 
embodiment of the present invention, the optimizing analyzer 20 (Figure 1) performs this 
operation. Alternatively, this operation can be performed by the compiler 12 (Figure 1). 
[0048] At 52, the distance between the two references is determined. According to one 
embodiment of the present invention, the optimizing analyzer 20 makes this determination. 
Alternatively, this determination may be made by the compiler 12. 
[0049] At 53, it is determined whether the distance is known or not (i.e., whether the 
distance can be determined). According to one embodiment of the present invention, the 
optimizing analyzer 20 makes this determination. If the distance is known (i.e., YES), then the 
process moves to block 54. If the distance is not known (i.e., NO), then the process moves to 
block 55. 

[0050] At 54, because the distance is known, the base binding can be performed. In 
accordance with one embodiment of the present invention, the optimizing analyzer 20 causes the 
compiler 12 to perform the base binding optimization. Here, the compiler 12 replaces one 
memory reference of a "LOAD-SYMBOL-ADDRESS" instruction with an "ADD" instruction 
that adds the distance value to the previously loaded symbol address. The process then moves to 
block 57. 

[0051] At 55, relocations describing the base binding optimizing transformations are 
generated. According to one embodiment of the present invention, the optimizing analyzer 20 
generates the relocations. In one embodiment, the optimizing analyzer 20 generates a first and a 
second relocation. Alternatively, the optimizing analyzer 20 generates more than two relocations. 
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[0052] At 56, qualifying conditions are generated for each of the relocations. This makes 
each relocation operation a conditional relocation operation. According to one embodiment of 
the present invention, the optimizing analyzer 20 generates the conditions. Each condition 
assumes that the distance is within a predetermined value (e.g., greater than, less than, or equal 
to). As described above, the distance will be known at link-time because the memory references 
or symbolic addresses will be known at link-time. The process then moves to block 57. 
[0053] At 57, it is determined whether there are more unchecked memory references. 
According to one embodiment of the present invention, the optimizing analyzer 20 makes this 
determination. If it is determined that there are more unchecked memory references, the process 
moves back to block 5 1 . Otherwise, the process ends at block 58. 

[0054] As can be seen from Figure 5, the optimizing analysis process for function cloning 
starts with finding a candidate function for cloning (i.e., block 61). According to one 
embodiment of the present invention, the optimizing analyzer 20 (Figure 1) performs this 
operation. 

[0055] At 62, it is determined whether it is both beneficial and possible to clone the function. 
As described above, a function clone (i.e., a specialized version of a function), though much more 
efficient than the function itself, is only applicable to a function call with certain parameter value. 
This information may not be available at compile-time. Thus, it may not be possible to perform 
the function cloning optimization by the compiler 12 (Figure 1) at compile-time. In accordance 
with one embodiment of the present invention, the optimizing analyzer 20 makes the 
determination whether it is beneficial and possible to clone the function. If it is both beneficial 
and possible to clone the function, then process moves to block 66. If, on the other hand, it is 
determined that it is not possible to clone the function at compile-time, then the process moves to 
block 63. 
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[0056] At 63, the function is optimized by generating a cloned and specialized version of the 
function. According to one embodiment of the present invention, the optimizing analyzer 20 does 
this optimization. In accordance with another embodiment, the optimizing analyzer 20 causes the 
compiler 12 to optimize the function by generating the cloned version of the function, 
[0057] At 64, the parameter of the function is instantiated with a particular value for a 
specific call site. This is to specify qualifying conditions for adopting either the function or its 
cloned version. According to one embodiment of the present invention, the analyzer 20 
instantiates the parameter. 

[0058] At 65, the optimizing directives are generated. In one embodiment of the present 
invention, the analyzer 20 generates the optimizing directives to instruct the optimization 
transformation module 22 (Figure 1) to relocate to the cloned version if the parameter 
specification matches for the specified call site, and to relocate to the function itself if the 
parameter specification does not match for the specified call site. In other words, the optimizing 
directives instruct the optimization transformation module 22 to select the appropriate version 
(i.e., the function itself of its cloned version) for a given call site based on the conditions. The 
process then ends at block 67. 

[0059] At 66, the function is cloned. According to one embodiment of the present invention, 
the optimizing analyzer 20 causes the compiler 12 to clone the function (or perform the cloning to 
the function). The process then ends at block 67. 

[0060] As described above, Figure 6 shows the optimization transformation process for both 
the address base binding and function cloning. As can be seen from Figure 6, the optimization 
transformation process starts with obtaining the list that contains all candidates for the relocation 
operation (i.e., block 71). According to one embodiment of the present invention, the 
optimization transformation module 22 (Figure 1) performs this operation. Here, each relocation 
candidate is either a conditional relocation (because it contains both the specified relocation 
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operation and its qualifying condition) or a regular arithmetic relocation. In addition and in one 
embodiment, each conditional relocation includes a first relocation expression with its qualifying 
condition and a second relocation expression with its qualifying condition. In one embodiment, 
the qualifying conditions are mutually exclusive conditions. 

[0061] At 72, it is determined whether there is any relocation candidate left in the list. 
According to one embodiment of the present invention, the optimization transformation module 
22 makes the determination. If there is nothing left in the list, the process ends at block 73. If, 
however, there is at least one relocation candidate left in the list, then the process moves to block 
74. 

[0062] At 74, the first relocation candidate is picked and removed from the list. According 
to one embodiment of the present invention, the optimization transformation module 22 performs 
this function. 

[0063] At 75, it is determined whether the relocation is a conditional relocation or just a 
regular arithmetic relocation operation. According to one embodiment of the present invention, 
the optimization transformation module 22 makes the determination. If the relocation is a 
conditional relocation, then the process moves to block 77. If the relocation is just a regular 
arithmetic relocation, then the process moves to block 76. 

[0064] At 76, the specified arithmetic relocation is applied. According to one embodiment 
of the present invention, the optimization transformation module 22 causes the linker 15 (Figure 
1) to apply the arithmetic relocation. The process then moves to block 72. 
[0065] At 77, the condition of the conditional relocation is checked to see if the condition is 
met. According to one embodiment of the present invention, the optimization transformation 
module 22 makes 

[0066] At 78, the first relocation expression of the conditional relocation is selected and 
executed. According to one embodiment of the present invention, the optimization 
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transformation module 22 makes the selection and causes the linker 1 5 to execute the selected 
first relocation expression. The process then moves back to block 72. 

[0067] At 79, the second relocation expression of the conditional relocation is selected and 
executed. According to one embodiment of the present invention, the optimization 
transformation module 22 makes the selection and causes the linker 15 to execute the selected 
second relocation expression. The process then moves to block 72. 
[0068] The compiler-directed link-time optimization technique described above in 
accordance with embodiments of the present invention can also be applied to enhance other 
compiler optimizations. For example, in data allocation optimization (i.e., data locality) where 
the final layout of global data can only be determined at link-time, the above-described technique 
in accordance with one embodiment can be used. Data allocation optimization is designed to 
improve the caching behavior of a compiled code. It determines that, for each function, what data 
are heavily used data (or hot data) and what data are not-heavily-used data (or cold data). Then 
the heavily used data are allocated near each other in memory and separate from the not-heavily- 
used data. However, since the final layout of global data can only be determined at link-time, the 
optimizing analyzer 20 (Figure 1) can propose a data layout that is most beneficial for the current 
code file being compiled by the compiler 12 (Figure 1). This information is then sent to the 
optimization transformation module 22 (Figure 1) as linker directives. The optimization 
transformation module 22 can then gather all proposed data layouts from all the compiled code 
files to be linked together to select a data layout that is most beneficial for the entire program. As 
a further example, the above-described technique in accordance with one embodiment can be 
used for conditional selection of sections. 

[0069] Figures 2-6 are flow charts illustrating optimizing analysis processes and optimizing 
transformation processes according to embodiments of the present invention. Some of the 
procedures illustrated in the figures may be performed sequentially, in parallel or in an order 
other than that which is described. It should be appreciated that not all of the procedures 
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described are required, that additional procedures may be added, and that some of the illustrated 
procedures may be substituted with other procedures. 

[0070] In the foregoing specification, the embodiments of the present invention have been 
described with reference to specific exemplary embodiments thereof. It will, however, be evident 
that various modifications and changes may be made thereto without departing from the broader 
spirit and scope of the embodiments of the present invention. The specification and drawings are, 
accordingly, to be regarded in an illustrative rather than restrictive sense. 
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